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Rev. 4/06 



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 



Idas Resources N.V., Curacao et al 



Plaintiff(s) 



vs. 



Civil Action No.: 1:06-CV"00570 



Empresa Nacional de Diamantes de Angola EP. et al 



Defendant(s) 

AFFIDAVIT REQUESTING FOREIGN MAILING 

I, the undersigned, counsel of record for plaintiff(s), hereby request that the Clerk mail a copy of the summons 
and complaint (and notice of suit, where appUcable) to (Ust name(s) and address(es) of defendants): 

Nofar Mining B.V. 

Watermanweg 100 

Pleats 

3067 GG Rotterdam 

The Netlierlands 

by: (check one) [3 registered mail, return receipt requested 

D DHL 
pursuant to the provisions of: (check one) 

13 FRCP 4(f)(2)(C)(ii) 

n 28U.S.C. § 1608(a)(3) 

n 28U.S.C. § 1608(b)(3)(B) 

I certify that this method of service is authorized by the domestic law of (name of country): 

The Netherlands , andth^^btai^^te information by 

contacting the Overseas Citizens Services, U.S. Department of Statoj^^ 




(Signature) 



Steven D. Cundra, D.C. Bar No. 374074 

Hali Estili Hardwick Golden Gabte & Nelson, PC 

1 120 20th Street N.W., 

Suite 700, North Building 

Washington, D.C. 20036 

Tei: (202)973-1200 

Fax:(202)973-1212 



(Name and Address) 
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AO 440 (Rev. DC - September 2003> Summons in a Civil Action 



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
District of Columbia 



IDAS RESOURCES N.V., CURAQAO; 
PABECO B.V.; and ADASTRA MINERALS, 
INC., f/k/a AMERICA MINERAL FIELDS 



SUMMONS IN A CIVIL CASE 



V. 



EMPRESA NACIONAL DE DIAMANTES DE 
ANGOLA E.P. and NOFAR MINING B.V. 



CASE NUMBER: 1 :06-cv-00570 



TO: (Name and address of Defendant) 

NOFAR MINING B.V. 
Watermanweg 100 
3067 GG Rotterdam 
The Netherlands 

YOU ARE HEREBY SUMMONED and required to serve on PLAINTIFF'S ATTORNEY (name and address) 

Steven D. Cundra 

D.C. Bar No. 374074 

HALL ESTILL HARDWICK GOLDEN GABLE & NELSON, PC 

1120 20th Street, N.W., 

Suite 700, North Building 

Washington. D.C. 20036 



an answer to the complaint which is served on you with this summons, within days after service 

of this summons on you, exclusive of the day of service. If you fail to do so, judgment by default will be taken against you for 
the relief demanded in the complaint. Any answer that you serve on the parties to this action must be filed with the Clerk of this 
Court within a reasonable period of time after service. 



CLERK 



DATE 



(By) DEPUTY CLERK 
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AO 440 (Rev, DC - September 2003) Summons in a Civil Action 



RETURN OF SERVICE 



Service of the Summons and complaint was made by me^^^ 



NAME OF SERVER (PRINT) 



DATE 



TITLE 



Check one box below to indicate auDroDnate method ofseimce 



G Served personally upon the defendant. Place where served: 



G Left copies thereof at the defendant's dwelling house or usual place of abode with a person of suitable age and 
discretion then residing therein. 



Name of person with whom the summons and complaint were left: 
G Returned unexecuted: 



G Other (specify): 



TRAVEL 



STATEMENT OF SERVICE FEES 



SERVICES 



TOTAL 



DECLARATION OF SERVER 



1 declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States of America that the foregoing information 
contained in the Return of Service and Statement of Service Fees is true and correct. 



Executed on 



Date 



Signature of Server 



Address of Sender 



(1 ) As to who may serve a summons see Rule 4 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, 
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m THEIJraTED STATES DiSt 

\ FOKTHE DISTRldT OT COIJJM^ ' : 



IDAS RESOURCES N. v., .CURACAO 

St. (jeorge's House 

15 Hanover Square 

London WIS IHS /, 

United Kingdom 

PABECOB.V.; ■ 
Handelstraatnr. 14 . 
:Codel9Gl VA - ■ V . ^. ' 

Castriciim; ■: 
The Netherlands , 



§ 



.. FILED;- :•::: 

;MAR 2 82006 

Mcy MA^R WHnriNGTOS, GISK 
, lis. DISTRICT COUiTT 



erVTL ACTION 

.NO.; .■ : ': 



ADASTRAMINERALS,,INC. : \ 
fTk/a AMERICA MINERAL FIELDS, .INC. 
■ St. George's Street House ■ ■■ : : : ' ■ 
15 HMiover Square . \ ; - ■' 

London WIS IHS; vi , ■^;v ; :, 
United -Kingdom; V .... ., ":'';.>'■' >:':.- 

/ PlaiJitiffs, -, 



CASE NUM^ 1:0601700570 
JUDGE: Ellen Segal Huvelle 
BECK TYPE: Contract 
DATE STAMP: 03/28/2006 



EMPRESA NACIONAL DE DIAMANTES: 
.DE .ANGOLA E.P.'; 
Rua Major Canhangulo 

.N0.IOO'' , . :. ■ 
Luanda Caixa Postal 1247; 
■Angola 

NOFAR MINING B,V. ./ 

Waterinanweg 10.0 ; v . 

3067 GG Rotterdam '\ . . ■ , 
The Netherlands 



Defendants: 



§- 



■P 
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--^^- ■■". eoMPLAiNr --'' - -; -":--;:'.'- ■"^: :-; 

Come now IDAS RESOURCES N.V.,eURAi;^ 
and ADASTRA minerals; INC. £To^a AMERICAMmERALkEtDSvINC. ("AMI"); Plaintifife, 
con^laming of EMPRESA NACIONAL DE.DIAMANTES DE ANGOLA E J. CENDIAMA'^, 

andNOFAR MINING B.V,CT^OFAR")/D^&nd^^ 

■ PARTIES r'),,'--'^-- 

1.'. PlaintifflDAS Resources NA-^/^Ciiracao is a Dtoch^ 
place of business located in the UmtedK^ - ■■ . v . 

2, Plaintiff Pabeco B.V;iS: a Netherlands company with 
located iQ The Netherlands. . . :■; ' - . " . - 

3- Plaintiff Adastra Mirierals, Inc. £Tc/a America Mineral Fieids,:'lnc,, is a Ynkon 
Territory, Canada, company with its principal place ofbusin.essbcated in the UrdtedlC^ 

4; Defendant MPRESANAGlONALDEDIAMi^ 
information and beKef, an Angolan company with itsprincipalplace of business located in Luanda, 
Angola/It is beheved thatENDIAMAis bra controlled, directly or indirectly, by the Angolan 
Government ("theGovemnaent"). Pursuant to 28;TJ:S:C/§ I60'8(b)(3)(B), ENDIAMA maybe served 
withcitationbyinternationalregisteredimilMdresisedloitsPres^^^ ]5r;4Saiiuel Arhaldo de'Sousa ■ 
Caiado at Rna Major Cahhangub;^N^^^ 100, I^anda, Angola, postM address 
Luanda/Angola^addressedandmailed by the cleric of tMsCo^^ 

5, Defendant Nofar- Mining B:V-: is a company organized under the laws of The 

Netherlands. The Netherlands is a signatory to The Hague Convention on'the Service Abroad of 
Judiciaiand Extra- Judicial Documents in Ciyil dr.Coinmercial Matters- (20 UST 36 1 , TIAS.663 8) and 
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peiTtiits service ofprocess by intermtionalregiste ■ 

'm&)ljudicial/judicial_657Mm Nofar Mining, B.'V. imy 

serving its . President at Nofax Mi^ ;:^p67 Rotferdanl The . 

Netherlands by international registered maO, retuni^xeGeipt requested 

JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

6. ■ This. Court has subject matter jurisdietion over tiiis action pursuant to 28 U:S..C. §§ 

' 1330(a) and 16b5(a)(2)'-(3)' because ENDIAMA is toinstruinentalily of a; fbreiga sovereign and::: 

a^ this action is based upon an action of ENplAl^^ 

: United States IQ connection with a conipaerciai ^ 

■■' those actions have caused a dirM effect m the ^,U 

b! 'this.action is based upon rights in property talcen in vi^ 
lav^/that property is owned or operated ; by E 
. engaged in a con'miercial activity in the Un^^ • 

7. /TMsCouri has personal jurisdicti&^^ 

because this action involves a claitn for relief oyer which the Court h^ jurisdiction under 2S:U.S.C. 
§ 1330(a): aiM service' isbeingefflecledund^ 

8. Venue'is proper under 28 U-.S;G;i'1391(f)(4)vPur 

may be brought in the United States District Cotirt for the District of Colmnbiaif the action is 
brought against a foreign state or the institmientahtyo 

9. . Jurisdiction and venue for all otherDefendants&e founded on .28 UJS.C: §§ 
1332(a)(2) and 1391(b)&(d).. . , ; ; : , . : / I / ". 

.'■--•' ; STATEMENT:.OFgA:cTS ' ^ ; ^ ■■;■;;:, 

10. In 1995, IDAS was granted two heenses for diamond exploration and exploitation in 
the Luanda Norte and Malange regions- of Angoia. - One wasanexpio&ti^^ km. 
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and the other was an explGration Kcense of 36,000 sg. km.^ ENDIAMA, /iriAS, and Twins Lirriited\ 

('Twins'O'^greed to form a joM venture partnership to dw^^^ 

11. in May 19965 AMI fornaed a joint venture with IDAS to develop these Mcense areas 
by bringing them into production: ■ ■ ' 

12. In 1998, AMI moved to, Dallas. Thereafter, and while domciled in Dallas, AMI 
undertook to acquire IDAS, subject to the agreement of ENDIAIVIA that such acquisition would not 
\aolate the agreement between IDAS and ENDIAMA,^ 

13. ENDIAMA advised' AMI "and IDAS that AMrs'acquisition.of IDAS was a nmtter 
between Alvfl and IDAS and, that as long as AM! and IDAS, perfornied;ENDIAMA "did not, object . 
to the acquisition. , ' , ■. .;:,■. 

14. AMI closed the transaction with ID AS and its shareholders, by which IDAS becanie -, 
a wholly owned subsidiary of AMI. Pabeco retained a net profits iaferest to "a'maximuiri of, 
;$27,440,000.00.; ,' ' ^, / ' . " _ '/.'[■_ ■'. \ ■[■-■'','' : 

15. In February 1999, AMI moved to London, England, 

16. Until the cessation ;bf hostilities between' the GovenimeritandDNIT A, following the 
/death of Jonas Savimbi in, February 2002, the' Cuango river valley, where the concessions were . 

located, was considered an unsafe area, so physical access to the license areas had not been possMe, 

17. In 1999, a meeting; was held in Houston, Texaswiffi.Generd Ndalu, the Ajigolm 



■ Fromthestart, the integrity of tliese two licenses was chalta ^ < 

which had rights to the land contiguous With IDAS.'s properties to the South-(i.e. upstream ofEDAS's properties). / ,{ 

There was an overlap of the, coordinates published in the official goverament^gazette, the Diario DaRepubtica, , , . \ '' \ 

orgao oficial da Republicade Angola {'\hpX>i^io^^), . _.'■'' -■-[, : - ■ , ■ \ 

"2 ' " ^ "■ ■ ■'•■'-■•■ ■ .. ■ ■' ■ . "■ ' ■".■'■. - , -. ■ ' ' ■ I 

Plaintiff Pabeco was a, shareholder in IDAS and its shares were part pf the shares in IDAS that were to. , ' ? 

be acquired bj^- AMI., , '^ '' _ ■' ' •' . ■ ^ ■ \ - ■ ■■ ' , /\ ■'•■■. , • ■'' " /'I 
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AiiibassatetG the United States, and a principaim Twins, M.aiLaSeirpt to. resolve the n^^ 
boundary dispute and IDAS' s interests: That -same ^year, the Aiigoto^G^ 
new diamond law limiting themaximum diamond concession area for any one c^ tol^OOOsq. 

km. Based uponthis feet" IDAS and Twins were advised by ENDIAMA that the' 1995 and related 
agreements were no longer effective and new contracts would have to be agreed. IDAS and Twins 
agreed to tenninate the earlier agreements and negotiate new contracts with ENDIM^IA: ; 

18. , In November 2000, a Memorandum of Understanding ("MOU") was executed 
between IDAS and EISDIAMA, which recogmzed the smaller concession area and proyidedfor tfa^ 
formation ofajointvOTture amongst IDAS, EM)IA]^ ■. ; -, 

19. ■ In April 2001, the Government Councilof-I^ 

rights to two new HcenseareaSj one . an\ exploitation hcense of 246^ ^s^^^^^ and the other an 
exploration hcense of 2,690 sq,;lm^ 

-held licenses.' '.■':.■':.■."■ "' ; ■ 'y-. :-^ --r'- ^'•: -'-\ i':: / ■■'^'''- ■'.•■.': \^.y- 

20. On October 5, :2001, the Angolan Government .ptlblishedAhe^-eoncessidn/aw^^ to 

" IDAS -m the Diario and iiK^ludedm this notice^t^^^ ; 

21.. In reHance upon the hcense;grants, and m^dew of official approval G^^^^^^^ 
evidenced by pubhcation in the Diario, IDAS re-opened itS/Luanda office'M 2002 for the purpose of 
commencing exploration and exploitation with-ElST)IAMA ^^a^^^^ Jwiiis, In August 2002, IDAS, 
ENDIAMA, and Twins executed a Heads of Agreement finalMng,^ 
detailing the sixucture &r thereimbwseme^^^ 
IDAS was providing all the development fimdingfd^ 

22, All additional agreement between Idas, ENDlAMi^ executed on 
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December 4, 2002. The December 4; 2002 agreement 4eta^ ihBcoi#3siti6E:ctf&; Board o^^ 
Directors, the management structure of the joint yenture coii^any, the minipim investment .t^ 
made By IDAS, and details governing the payment of a signing bonus to ENDIAMA and tlie ;■ 
repayment of shareholder loans to IDAS. It was specificaQy agreed:th^tIDAS woTildhave 51% of 
the project equity untilaH shareholder loans were repmd-ahdihat:.IDAS would hav^ three Board -. 
representatives out ofatotaldffive. ENDIAMA would have 38% andTwi^ 11%, with each having 
one director. After capital recoupinent,IDAS'sshardh^^ V 

able to rely on the voting support of Twns(13%)y..E^^ 

unchanged.' . ' .} ■ ;. . • ;' ■, ■ ; ■ - : ^ '-" \ ,";':■ ■.-. , V''':-" -.-.-,■■;■;■•■.- --■ ■' 

23. By early 2003, IDAS hadpreparedandpresented.a.detailedwprkplmfortlielicense 

areas. In July 2003, ENDIAMA informed IDAS that it wished to revise some of Ifie cominercial 
tenns of the Heads of Agreement. IDAS agreed to compromise onthe issue. IftNpvember 2003, after 
sevei-al meetings, IDAS agreed to make concessions conceniing the mnmnum investnienf and: 
management structure. FoUowing these concessions ahdinreplyior^^ 

confirmed that the deal was complete. "K ^'^ . ■/'.-■..- . 

24. On March 30 md 31, 2004, ENDIAMA proposed that ID AS;sste 
from 51% to 43^0 and that its Board representation redu^ tom;-3:tO;:i:.This-was;;the to 
ENDIAMA had raised these jssiies since the H?ads of .^^eement-waJs signpd in August 2002, v 

25. Inmid-2004,1I>AS learned that ENDLMylAhad, for seyerMmouths,"beennegdtm 
with NOFAR to replace IDAS as ENDIAMA' s joint venture paifner in the. conce&si^^^^ 

IDAS. IDAS has since leamedthat ENDIAMA Offered the Luremo concessions to NOEAR and that 
NOFAR has had its personnel on site. Indeed, IDAS has learned that 6« May 1 8, 2004, ENDIAMA ■ 
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and NOFAR executed a contract to explore and exploit most of the prospecting: area pxevioiisly 
licensed to the IDAS/ENDIAMA/Twins jomt venture: 

26. In early July 2004, ENDIAMA informed IDAS that ENDIAMA would not honor its 
contractual obligations but offered IDAS the opportunity of working on other diatnbnd concessions. 
IDAS declined to agree to ENDlAKIA's unilateral repudiation of the contracts or to discuss other 
projects and this, action followed. . - ■,. 

27. The actions ofENDIAMA set forth herein have caiised a direct effect in the Umted 

States, including a loss of income to the principals in Twins, which, together with -IDAS, .was 
■ENDIAMA's joint venture partner, as well as losses to the United States shareholders of AMI, 

ID AS 's parent 

COIJNT I- BREACH OF CONTRACT 

'. '{As to ENDIAMA) "- : 
' 28. Plaintifife incorporate the allegations in paragraphs.,1-2.7. as if: fit^ 

29. IDAS and ENDIAHA entered into binding contracts; includihg those of August and 

December 2002. , . . . ■, . , ' - . : . . , .-' 

30. . In July 2004, ENDIAMA informed IDAS that it would not hohorits contractual 

obMgations. ' ' - • / ■ - . . . ' ^ ■' . ' ■ 

3 L ENDIAMA has since failed to honor its cdntrabtaal obligations with IDAS, . 

32. As a result of ENDIAMA's failure to honor it^ contractual obhgations, ENDIAMA. 

breached its 2000 - 2004 contractsbetween the parties' and such, breaches' were a proxinaate'cau^ 

of damages to Plaintiflfe- in an amount in excess of the jurisdicfibnar&nitS'bf this Court for which 

Plaintiffs pray judgment. 



Case 1 :06-cv-00570-ESH Document 3 Filed 04/27/2006 Page 11. of 15 
Case 1 :Qe"Cv-OO570-ESH Document 1 Filed 03/28/2006 Page 8 of 12 



■■ COUNT n BREACH OF DUTY OF GOOD FAITH ■' 

.'.(AstoENDIAMA) '. , ^ -■: 

33. Plamtif& incorporate the allegations in paragraphs l-32.as if fully set forth iierein. 

34. ■ During the negotiations with IDAS,- ENDIAMA engaged in conduct contrary to the ; 
pnncipleof good faith and in violation^ of Angolan lawv ... 

35. ENDIAMA entered . into . negotiations with NOFAR during the course of its 
negotiations with IDAS. The negotiations with NOFAR concerned the areas previously licensed to 
■IDAS:- ;■ ■;/ y . ■ '■ ;■• " , '' ,- ■ '' ;.\ ;■ ;■''■; ,". ' ■ : '' / ■ ,- 

3'6v Despite the intentions of ElSnDLAMA to enter mtom 
■continnedto conduct negotiations with IDAS. ■; . ^ /.. 

37. The bad faith- conduct of ENDIAMA and Twins set forth tereia was/ a proximate 
cause of damages to Pkintife in an amount in excess.of the riitniraum jurisdictional limits of this 
Cotirt for which Plaintiffi pray judgment- ■ ■ - 

COUNT HI- FRAUDUT.ENT MISREPRESENTATION '' 
\ ; (As to ENDIAMA)...- ;.;■■. V.,X:'.;.'\ 

38. ■ PlaintijBTs.incorpbrate the allegations in paragraphs. 1^37 as if filly set forth herein.; 

39. During the iiegotiatiohs with IDAS, ENDIAMA engaged iu ftaudulent condnct in 
violation of applicable Angolan law.. ; , ■ - ' . ' 

40; ENDIAMA entered into negotiatit)ns with NOFAR during the course^ of its, joint 
venture agreement, with IDAS and Twins^ for devdopment . of areas' already Ecensed to the • 
^ENDIAMA/IDAS/TWinsjoim venture. ; ;■; - : ^ ^' '/■■'.■:■' - ' ."..;■,.' ' 

4L Despite the intentions of ENDIAMA to enter into an agreement -with NOFAR, it, . 
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fraudulently misrepresented to IDAS that it intended tdfiondr.&ir.''^^^ and eontmue the 

development of the areas;, with IDAS. In reliance upon ENDIAMA's representations that a joint 
venture existed, IDAS re-opened its, Angolan ofiice, aiid expended iuhdsfe activities iafiirthei-ance 
'"of the joint venture; '^ ;,;;;■.■ ''■' ^"■■.'■/'^ ^V '\"':-' "■■'■'■'■" ;'■ 

.42. , . The fraudulent conduct of ENDIAMA set forth here^^ 
. damages to Plaintiffs in an amount; in excess of the nimimuni jurisdictional Emits of this Court' for 
which Plaintife pray judgment ■ . 

■ COUNT IV- UNLA\^TFXnL DISCRIMINATION BETWEEN INVESTORS . 

XAsto.ENDlAMA) .' 
. 43. Plaiatifls incorporate "the allegations m paragraphs 1-42 as if Mly set fp 
, 44. ;, . Article 12 of the '2003 Law on the Bases for Private investment of the. Republic of 
■Angola{''Angolan Investment Law'-) guarantees equaKty of txeatmenf to foreigninvestors in Angola. 

45. ■ The Angolan Investment Law also provides that any di$c 

■iS' strictly prohibited. . -^ ■ ,'; / '■ " -^ ■■■"■■■ ■'■' '' ■.■.■.- /-.--. /' \ 

46. At allrelevant times, IDAS was a foreign^investorpursuant to Article 1 of the Angolan 
Investment Law. ■ .... , ' . 

47. ENDIAMA, an instmmentahty.of Angola, discriminated against IDAS by terminating 
its contractual relationship with IDAS for the purpose of enteiiag into acontractualrelationship with 

■NGFAR. ; . ■■', ; .■■ ■.'■.■.-. ■~. ■ . . ,', , ■-^^- 

48. As a result of such conduct, ENDIAMA violated its obligation imder Article 12 of the 
- AogGlan Investment Law, and Pkintiffs have suffered damages iii amounts in. excess of the minimum 
jurisdictional limits of this Court for which'PlaintiQs pray judgment. ; : 
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■'--';• ' COUNT V^ mLAWFULC'ANCELLATIo'N OF-LICENCES [ ' ' 

(AstqENDIAMA) 
.49. Plaintiifs incorporate the allegations in paragraphs 1-48 as if.ftiliyset forth herein. ■ 

50. Article 15 of the Angolan Investment Law guarantees . tiiat licenses shatt-not be 
canceUed, without the respective judicial or adniinistrative me^^ 

51. In July 2004, ENDIAMA cancelled the licenses previously gx^ 

2001.. ■"-..■ ', , ,;: ■ . ■ ■'- '"","■' : ;. 

52. Such canceUation was niade- without respective judicial or admirdstrati 
requiredbythe Angolanlnvestment Law. . . ' , ' , .'' 

53;., As ^ result ofsuch^NDIAMAviohted its obHgationimder Article I 
Iiivestment Law and Plaintiffi have suffered 'damages in .amounts m excess ■ of 'the \minimum 
jurisdictionarhmits of this Courtforwhich Elaintiffe pray jud^ 

COUNT VI" TORTIOUS INTERFERENCE WWR CQNTRACttFAL RELATIONS ■ 

■..;';./;. ^ (A$-toNOFARJ';' .'■■■■;. 

54. , Plaintiffs incorporate the allegations ia paragraphs' 1-53 as if folly set forth herein. ■ 

55. IDAS executed several agreements with ENDIAMA -and, undertook considerable 
efforts to finalize a work plan for the' license are^s. 

56. NOFAR knew of the existerjce of these agreements and of IDAS's efforts to finalize 
a work plan for th^ license areas.. , ;■ , . .. . ■ 

57. NOFARpuiposefuUyintendedto interfere, and didiaterfere^. .with ID AS,'^ 
prospective agreements by. persuading ENDIAMA to '.terminate its contractual relationshq) with 

.IDAS; '".■'■ - ^ ■ ■■ . •■ /■ ' , '"■ - , v' 

■ ■. -. ■ ■■■' / ' 'id. . ■ ■■; \ ■; ^ ■ 
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, 58, Thepiirppsefulkterference%NOFARproxmatdy6aus^ 

its contractual relatidnsMp with IDAS'. :'..'. 

59. As a result of the conduct of NOFAR^Plaiatififs have suffered damages inamounts 
in excess of the mtrdrmmi jurisdictional limits of this Court for which, Plaintiffi pray judgment/ 

RELIEF REQUESTED ' r ■,' 

60. As axesult of the imiawM actions of ENDIAMA andKOFAR as set forth ;above, 
IDAS. has suffered damages in the amount of US$3975000,000, Thesedamages include, but are not. 
limited to, loss of the benefit of the bargain, costs and expenses associated, with IDAS's efforts to 
acqtiire and develop the licenses, and professional-fees, including .attorney's and consulting fees, for 
aE.of which IDAS prays judgment of the Court-: 

61 . As a result of the unlawful actions of ENDIAMA as set forth^^a^ Pabeco has 
suffered daniagesof US$27,440,;0GQ;00,.: arn^ sjrfeeda TSiese 
damages include, but are not limited to, loss of tihe^^b^^ of the bargain, AMI' s^ costs and expenses 
associated both with its acquisition of IDAS aiid-.sutisequent expMditiires miunding the operations 
of IDAS, and professional fees, including attorney's and consultiiigf^ for ah of which PalDeco and 
AMI pray judgment of the Court; ■ . . . / 

■ ■ 62. Plaiatiffeseelc recovery of applicable pre- andpo's^^^ ,: 

. 63. , Plaintiffs wouid show thatthetonduet of ENDLAMAandNOTi^ 
'merits an award ofpurdtive damages for which Plaintiife seekrecoveryunder apjpHcable law-iti't^ 
amountof$100,000,000.00, ; ; / ■ : ; 



II 
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wherefore; premises considered, Plaintife pray that ENDIAMA and NOFAR. fee cited 
to answer and appear herein and, upon final trial of this action, that the Court aw^d judgment in 
favor of Plaintiffe, and against Defendants ENDIAMA and NOFAR as prayed for above, together 
with aH other reUef to which Plaintifis may show themseiyes justly entitled. 



Dated: 



'A 



pA 2-f/ 



2006 



Respectfiilly submitted. 




Steven D.Cundra 

D.G. Bar No. 374074 . 

HALL ESTILL HARDWIGK GOLDEN 

GABLE & NELSON, PC 

1120 20* Street, N.W., 

Suite 700, North Buflding 

Washington, D.C. 20036 

Tel: (202) 973-1200 

Fax:(202)973-1212 



Stephen F.Malouf 
BarNo.TX00i7 : 

. THE LAW OFFICES OF SI^PHEN F. 
MALOUF,P.C.; 
3506 Cedar Springs 
Dallas, Texas 75219 
Tel: (214) 969-7373 
Fax:(214)969-7648 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs IDAS, Pabeco and 
AMI ■ 
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